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REMARKS : 

Reconsideration and Allowance are r^>ectfUlly requested in view of the foregoing 
amendments and the foUowing* emarks. : 

Claims 1-37 are priding in this application. 

Regarding the Advisory Action and GIain» 12, 20, 29. ond 35 

Claims 142, 20, and 29 were rejected under 35 U;S;C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Wii 
(US Patent No, 6,567,467), Clahn 35 was in^c^ed as allowable. 

It appears the Examiner may have incotrectiy read the Remarks in the AF-Arhendmerrt 
dated 1 1 /23/2005, Applicant did Jnol i^tfend that Wii does not disclose a receiver fro receiving 
digital signals. Applicant respectfully submitted that although Wu does disclose a recover for 
receiving a digital signal, the Wu decision comparators (pointed out by the Examiner in Figure 3 
as element 304) are in the feedback path of thep : tyxt teceiver. Furthermore, applicant icspectfiflly 
points out the not only is the body ot -the dtmms discus receipt of and processing of a digital 
signal* Furthermore, Applicant agrees with ^i^^Eximin^r that Wu does not explicitly state that 
the frequency of operation of -the Wu receiver is a fraction of the frequency of the incoming 
digital data. Applicant respectfully disagrees that the operating frequency of the comparator 
circuits of Wu change due to the delay cLrcuite in Wu. Applicant respectfully points out that the 
delays of Wu do not change ffie merely delay the digital data. 

The use of a delay does not cause a variation in the nu^ or cvcle « feat ™*%t ?ft <fo? 

signal in ar^<^ <vf time In particular* ^ 

signal to change its frequency. It is commonly known that a delay circuit merely delays the 
signal. The delayed signal is at the same frequency as the ixndelayed signal, but is delayed in 

time with respect to the undelayied signal; i&tk, applicant strongly points out that there is no 

•Ha ; . 
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operating frequency change in the Wu feedback section 1 14. Instead there is a time shift or a 
stepped delay of the data provided by tite d(i) signal line going to each of the Wu comp ar ator 
circuits 304. As such, Applicant respectfiiUy points out that theire is no teaching in Wu that the 
plurality of decision circuits are operating at a frequency that is a fraction of the bit rate of the 
digital signal. Wu is quiet and offers ik> inherent insight with respect to this element to 
frequency changes. 

Applicant respectfully points otrt: that a claim is pn>j*eifly rejected under § 1 02 only if each 
and every element as set forth in the claim is found either expressly or is inherently described in 
a single prior art reference. 

Regarding Claim 1, Applicant ri^^ §102 rejection. Claim 1 retites 5 

among other things, a plurality of decision circuits "operating at a frequency that is a fraction of 
the bit rate of the digital signal and ge?n«*t^ corresponding to the state of the 

digital signal" Furthermore, Claim 1 redt^s fa plurality of -decision circuits, each decisdem ; 
circuit comprising a comparator dri^t au^ a communications 

channel over which a digital signal is communicated " Again, Applicant points out that Wudoes 
not teach or anticiypate the decision circuits <^ei^^ that is a fraction bfvfhe bit 

rate of the digital signal. Instead, Wu teaches that the decision circuits, found in the feedback 
path, receive various delayed versions of fi^&gii^ d(i)/ Wu does not teach, anticipate or 
discuss anything with respect with the cl<^i;fibqper^ of the decision circuits. As such, 
Applicant respectfully points Out that Wu does not ^ anticipate Claim L Applicant r^p^dtfiilly 
requests that the §102 rejection be v^dm^^ank submits that Claim 1 is ready for allowance. 
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Claims 2 and 4 are eadb ditectly or iiidiioctly dependent upon Claim 1 and are therefore 
not anticipated for at least the same reasons as stated above with respect Claim 1. Applicant 
respectfidly requests that the §102 rejection be withdrawn. 

Applicant respectfully traverses the §102 rejection; with respect to Claim 12* Applicant 
respectfully points out that Claim 12 recites a method for receiving digital signals. The; method 
includes "providing a plurality of comparator circuits each responsive to a different clock 
signal.** Wu does not teach nor anticipate A plurality of comparator circuits that are each 
responsive to a different clock Signal. Wu is silent with respect to the clock signals that its 
comparators respond to. The WU decision directs receive delayed input signals. The frequency 
of a delayed signal is the same as the frequency of an un-delayed signal. Thus, there is no 
apparent or inherent reason for the Wu decisicm circuits 304 to each be responsive to different 
clock signals. As such, Applicant iifeq&otfi^ out that Wu does not anticipate claitii.12 

and respectfully requests that the :§1Q2 rejection be wffl^drawn and submits that Claim 12 is 
ready for allowance. : : 

Claim 1 9 is directly dependent on C&iii'.' 12 and is therefore not anticipated foi at least 
the same reasons as discussed above with respect to Claim 12. Applicant respectfully requests 
that this § 1 02 rejection be withdrawn. 

Applicant traverses the §102 ^e^wii;rf Clmm 20. Claim 20 recites a receiver for 
receiving digital signals. The recited receiver Comprises "a plurality of decision circuits* each 
comprising a comparator circuit, the comparator Circuit each responsive to a different clock 
signal.'* Again, Applicant respectfully submits that Wu does not teach or anticipate the use of a 
different clock signal for each decision circuit 304 of Wu. The decision circuits of Wu would 
most likely all run at the same dock fttquoicy because they are all receiving the saifi£ sigbail 
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(i.e., a delayed version of the same signal) As ditch, Applicant l^ectfully submits that Wti does 
not anticipate Claim 20 and respectfully requests that this §102 rejection be withdrawn. 

Claim 21 is directly dependent upon Claim 20 and is therefore not anticipated for at least 
the same reasons as discussed above with respect to Claim 20. Applicant respectfully requests 
that §102 rejection be withdrawn. : 

Applicant has made a clarifs^ 29 making clear thai flue 

comparator means is found "ro a non-feedback path of said receiver-" As such, Applicant 
respectfully points out that Wu and none of the art cited by the Examiner now or in previous 
office actions teach or anticipate the use of a comparator means in a non-feedback portion of a 
receiver for receiving digital signsds (s^ As such, Applicant 

respectfully submits that Wu does n^^ the receiver for receiving digital 

signals as recited in independent that this §102 rejection be 

withdrawn. 



Regarding the Allowable Subtecf Matter ;[:, I 

Applicant appreciates the E&tatimet's ideation thai Claims 35-37 are allowed | 

AppUcant further appreciates freE^^ Claims 3, 5-11, 13-18/22-28 | 

and 30-34 would "be allowable if rewritten in ^eprodent form including all fee limitations of 



the base claim and any intervening clataso; ^ submits that based on the £ 

present traversal of the §102 rejection* there is ibio need, at this time, for Applicant to rewrite the | 

claims in independent form, including all the limitations of the base claim and the intervening | 

". . .* .. i[ 

■ \ . ti 

claims. S 

In view of the above amendments;, Applicant believes the pending application is in 
condition for allowance. 
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